Dear Gary, 


12/20/71 


I have not been able to afford the Navasky book, 
eni^edy Jueoxoe, but I've been sent a xerox of p.65, which addres-es 
“ e .°^ the at tompted ° uter POsitioc3 of his judgement over mine in" 
my ork oy ded. I hope you will understand that my purpose is 
not to exacerbate or to needle, but to address ^est^s of both 

fntLTt J Sem0 r* thG latter for wh atever it is worth, and t e 
former because it xs somettiing with which wo have to live and what 
agaxn in my view, should be the dominating consideration! * 

** , you w ° re not aware of it, I am not and never was a 
did 5 ^“ 1,13 McCarthy days on, and I regarded what he 

all Kennedv w y^^i, 03 deej) ^ jr subversive. I have also regarded 

by 01111 marria S 9 * as cowardly at best sLnce__^-,, 

. . , v s " ClllQa * But that has not colored tny interpretation of 

i^o ve, C t> 3eerW3 he unassailable fact and in this case also 
invoxves the records of Lj jj , JfiH and others. 

as in 1? ihwfup 0 ° “° t8 for a objected series of notes, 

Jfi? l 0T tkLnss not important enough to warrant changing 

n ’ ?+ Wllat 1 are 110 wore than notes. I'll enclose a cony JT 

fZiiTJ* tt r r th±S ’ 'Whether or not you have or are 

familiar with havasky^ work* 


As of 
word from tfed 


today I have not received^oither ray materials or 
saying he lias sent them* It does trouble me* 

Best ‘regards. 


